EMILIE  L.  FRY’S 


MEMORIAL  OF 

JOHlSr 


Bin^iUt  &  Co^  prs.,  34  S.  Thifd  St. 


To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  in  General 
Assembly  met: 


The  petition  of  Emilie  L.  Fry,  late  Emilie  L.  Grigg,  of  the  city  of 
Philadelphia, 


HUMBLY  SHOWETH: 

That  on  the  second  day  of  August,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty- 
eight,  your  petitioner  was  united  in  matrimonyto  a  certain  Horace  B. 
Fry,  of  said  city,  then  and  still  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania.  That 
your  petioner  lived  with  him  until  about  the  eleventh  day  of  Septem¬ 
ber,  1858,  when  she  left  him  for  the  following  causes,  which  your 
petitioner  begs  leave  to  state  in  her  own  informal  language: 

On  the  day  of  the  wedding,  when  at  the  Walnut  street  wharf,  about 
to  take  passage  for  New  York  on  the  bridal  trip,  the  said  Horace  B. 
Fry  got  into  a  violent  passion,  swearing  and  cursing  at  me,  because 
he  did  not  wish  the  trouble  of  taking  charge  of  the  baggage.  I  had 
taken  no  more  baggage  than  he  had  allowed  me  to  take.  It  was  the 
baggage  of  the  two  ladies  who  attended  me  as  bridesmaids  that  put 
him  into  a  passion  against  me.  It  was  not  the  increased  expense  of 
the  trip,  because  my  father  had  furnished  ample  means  to  defray  all 
ejcpenses. 
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On  or  about  the  4th  day  of  August,  1858,  as  we  were  about  to  leave 
New  York  for  West  Point,  he  commenced  writing  a  letter.  I  sug¬ 
gested  to  him  mildly  that  he  had  not  time  to  write  the  letter ;  that  he 
would  be  too  late  for  the  cars.  He  immediately  got  into  a  passion 
again,  and  told  me  to  ^^go  to  the  devil.”  He  continued  to  write  his 
letter,  and  the  result  was  that  we  were  too  late  for  the  cars.  He  again 
displayed  his  ungovernable  temper,  and  cursed  and  swore  at  me, 
declaring  that  it  was  my  fault. 

We  took  the  boat  for  West  Point,  and  arrived  there  on  the  5th  of 
August,  1858.  Here  a  succession  of  acts  of  violence  and  abuse 
occurred  which  is  diffiqult  to  detail.  In  the  presence  of  company  he 
generally  concealed  his  ungovernable  temper,  but  displayed  it  when 
we  were  alone  together  in  our  bed-chamber. 

On  one  occasion,  when  I  was  sitting  on  a  chair,  he  seized  me  and 
flung  me  with  violence  on  the  floor.  On  two  other  occasions  he  threw 
chairs  at  me.  Thus  far  I  had  given  him  no  cause  whatever  for  his  ill 
treatment  of  me ;  and  when  I  asked  why  he  thus  abused  me,  he  stated 
that  he  had  received  a  business  letter  from  home,  which  had  put  him 
out  of  temper,  and  he  must  have  some  one  to  vent  his  passion  upon. 

While  at  West  Point  he  introduced  me  to  a  gentleman  connected 
with  that  institution,  and  requested  that  gentleman  to  take  charge  of 
me,  because  it  was  not  convenient  to  pay  the  necessary  attention  to 
me  himself.  Distressed  by  his  abuse,  and  in  deep  trouble  on  discov¬ 
ering  thus  early  that  my  happiness  was  destroyed,  I  sought  sympathy 
and  counsel  from  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  have  referred ;  whereupon 
Mr.  Fry  became  jealous  without  cause,  and  became  more  violent  than 
before. 

When  I  entered  our  bed-room  he  would  lock  the  door  and  com¬ 
mence  swearing  at  me  for  staying  down  stairs  and  talking  to  different 
people.  His  violence  caused  a  hemorrhage  of  the  lungs.  When  I 
told  him  I  was  sick,  and  thought  I  was  going  to  die,  he  said  he  was 

afraid  there  was  no  such  good  news.”  When,  on  account  of  my  ill¬ 
ness,  I  declined  going  down  the  river  to  visit  his  brother,  he  threat¬ 
ened  to  lock  me  up.  When  I  then  consented  to  go  with  him  he  said 
I  “should  not  stir  a  step  with  him.” 

On  the  evening  of  the  24th  of  August,  1858,  after  we  had  returned 
from  a  dance,  he  locked  the  room  door,  and  said  he  would  get  his 
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pistols  out  of  his  trunk  and  shoot  me.  He  opened  his  trunk,  ap¬ 
parently  in  execution  of  his  threat,  hut  closed  it,  saying  his  pistols 
were  not  loaded.  This  violence  was  alleged  to  be  because  I  had  been 
walking  around  among  the  people.  When  I  attempted  to  explain  he 
got  into  a  violent  passion,  stating  that  what  I  was  saying  was  “  a  G — d 
d — d  lie,’’  and  that  I  was  “a  G — d  d — d  liar.”  He  continued  this 
violence  for  about  two  hours.  When  I  told  him  I  would  write  to  my 
father  to  come  for  me,  he  said  he  would  open  my  letters,  and  if  he 
found  a  word  in  them  against  him,  he  would  destroy  the  letters  and 
write  a  pretty  story  to  my  father,  which  he  would  easily  make  him 
believe. 

At  last  he  proposed  a  divorce,  to  which  I  readily  assented.  He 
promised  to  see  his  lawyer  about  it  as  soon  as  we  got  home.  When 
we  arrived  at  home,  I  asked  him  about  getting  the  divorce.  He  at 
first  said,  in  reply,  that  he  had  changed  his  mind.  Afterwards  he  said 
it  never  was  his  intention  to  give  me  a  divorce ;  that  he  only  promised 
it  to  deceive  me,  so  as  to  get  me  to  go  home  with  him.  When  I  told 
him  I  would  leave  him,  he  said  I  was  crazy ;  that  if  I  did  not  behave 
better  he  would  get  a  certificate  from  the  doctor  that  I  was  insane, 
and  would  put  me  in  the  Insane  Asylum,  and  then  I  would  be  out  of 
his  way;  that  I  had  no  intellect;  that  it  was  not  in  the  family;  that 
I  had  never  been  used  to  decent  society;  that  he  had  taken  me  out 
of  the  mud  and  mire  and  placed  me  where  I  was;  that  I  owed  him 
everything;  that  I  was  perfectly  dependent  on  him;  that  he  was  so 
superior  to  me,  and  had  such  a  splendid  classical  education  that  I 
could  not  appreciate  him ;  that  if  I  said  one  more  word  upon  the  sub¬ 
ject,  he  would  shoot  me  without  the  slighest  hesitation ;  that  his  tem¬ 
per  was  so  ungovernable  that  he  was  not  responsible  for  what  he  did. 
He  then  locked  the  room-door,  went  to  his  trunk,  and  took  out  a  pis¬ 
tol,  and  pointed  it  at  me,  saying  he  would  shoot  me. 

He  said  that  he  married  me  for  my  money;  that  he  did  not  care 
anything  about  me;  that  he  hoped  I  would  die  in  six  months;  that 
he  had  another  lady  whom  he  liked  very  much,  and  intended  to  marry 
He  expected,  when  he  married  me  that  I  would  give  him  the  control 
of  my  property,  and  die. 
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Before  our  marriage  lie  had  told  me  that  there  was  no  insanity  in 
his  family ;  but  afterwards,  whether  true  or  false  I  know  not,  he  said 
that  there  waB  insanity  in  his  family — that  his  father  and  his  brother 
William  had  both  been  insane ;  that  he  had  not  told  me  this  before  our 
marriage,  because  he  knew  that  if  I  discovered  it,  I  would  not  marry 
him. 

In  pursuance  of  his  declared  intention  to  slander  me,  he  sent  to  my 
father  the  Police  Crazette^  containing  a  slanderous  attack  upon  my 
character  as  a  wife.  The  envelope  covering  this  slanderous  publica¬ 
tion  was  directed  to  my  father,  in  the  proper  handwriting  of  Mr.  Fry. 
His  writing  is  known,  and  can  be  proved  by  witnesses. 

I  ask  legislative  relief,  because  by  law  the  Courts  of  this  Common¬ 
wealth  have  no  power  to  decree  a  divorce  under  the  peculiar  circum¬ 
stances  of  my  case  as  above  stated.  I  cannot  allege  under  oath  that 
the  acts  above  set  forth,  bad  as  they  are,  were  so  cruel  and  barbarous 
as  to  endanger  my  life,  because  I  never  believed  that  he  had  the  cour¬ 
age  to  risk  his  own  life  by  executing  his  threats  against  mine,  and  I 
perceived  that  his  object  was  to  terrify  more  than  to  inflict  personal 
violence.  Nor  can  I  say  that  the  indignities  to  my  person  have  ren¬ 
dered  my  condition  so  intolerable,  and  my  life  so  burthensome,  that 
I  was  thereby  forced  to  withdraw  from  his  house  and  family,  because 
when  I  left  him  we  were  residing  in  a  house  owned  and  furnished  by 
my  father,  and  Mr.  Fry  had  offered  to  permit  me  to  occupy  separate 
apartments  if  I  would  abandon  the  idea  of  a  divorce  from  the  bonds 
of  matrimony,  and  consent  to  live  in  a  state  of  separation  under  the 
same  roof  with  him. 

I  did  not  think  it  my  duty  to  live  with  him  under  the  outward  show 
of  matrimonial  cohabitation,  after  I  had  been  deceived  and  disap¬ 
pointed  with  respect  to  all  its  realities.  His  motive  for  wishing  to 
hold  me  as  his  wife  against  my  will,  after  he  had  slandered  my  char¬ 
acter  as  a  wife,  and  avowed  that  he  was  attached  to  another,  and  had 
married  me  for  my  money,  expecting  me  to  die  in  six  months,  can  be 
readily  understood  by  the  Legislature. 

Such  a  continuance  under  the  bonds  of  matrimony  was  not  in  my 
opinion  according  to  the  object  of  that  holy  institution,  and  cannot 
produce  any  other  result  than  the  unhappiness  of  both  parties. 
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Your  petitioner,  therefore,  humbly  prays  that  an  A6t  of  Assembly 
•  may  be  passed,  annulling  the  bonds  of  matrimony  between  your  peti¬ 
tioner  and  the  said  Horace  B.  Fry. 

And  your  petitioner  will  ever  pray,  &;c. 

EMILIE  L.  FRY. 


Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me,  this  1 
26th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1859.  J 

JOHN  THOMPSON, 

Alderman. 
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To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Penns}dvania,  in  General 
Assembly  met: 


The  petition  of  John  Grigg,  of  the  City  of  Philadelphia, 


HUMBLY  SHOWETH: 

That  Horace  B.  Fry,  in  his  answer  to  his  wife’s  Petition  for 
divorce,  has  wantonly  and  unnecessarily  libeled  your  Petitioner  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  constrain  him  to  intervene,  and  to  present  the 
following  statement  on  behalf  of  his  unhappy  child,  Emilie  L.  Fry, 
whose  minority,  inexperience  and  helplessness,  demand  all  the  pro¬ 
tection  which  a  father,  under  the  distressing  circumstances  of  her  con¬ 
dition,  may  be  permitted  to  afford. 

After  a  long,  and  I  trust  a  well-spent  life,  at  an  advanced  age, 
without  any  fault  of  my  own,  I  find  myself  suddenly  stricken  down, 
my  heart  broken,  and  my  hearth  made  desolate,  by  the  deepest  sor¬ 
row  that  ever  fell  upon  man.  Not  satisfied  with  the  tortures  to  which 
Mr.  Fry  has  already  subjected  me,  by  robbing  me  of  my^child  in 
his  eager  pursuit  of  her  fortune,  by  cruelly  and  inhumanly  drawing 
her  into  indiscretion,  and  by  systematically,  in  the  public  newspapers 
and  elsewhere,  traducing  her  character  as  a  wife,  he  still  further  seeks 
to  gratify  his  maligant  disposition  by  charging  me  with  becoming  ‘‘a 
willing  instrument”  in  all  her  alleged  “outrages  on  propriety,”  and 
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with  so  conducting  myself  as  ‘Ho  destroy  whatever  sense  of  right  she 
might  still  possess.” 

Against  these  charges  I  present  my  most  solemn  denial.  The  state¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Fry,  in  all  these  particulars,  is  absolutely  false.  I 
neither  countenanced  any  “outrages  on  propriety,”  nor  became  a 
“willing  instrument”  in  perpetrating  them,  nor  have  I  at  any  time  so 
conducted  myself  as  to  “destroy  a  sense  of  right”  in  my  child.  My 
offence  against  Mr.  Fry  has  no  greater  extent  than  the  expression  of 
an  opinion  that  no  gentleman  would  open  his  wife’s  letters  ;  and  after 
I  saw  that  the  happiness  of  my  child  was  destroyed — that  the  cruelty 
of  her  husband  had  driven  her  into  indiscretion,  but  not  crime — that 
she  was  determined  to  escape  from  his  tyranny,  even  if  she  became 
a  ruined  and  hopeless  outcast — and  that  under  the  allegations  of  guilt 
her  reputation  was  exposed  to  certain  destruction,  I  told  her  that, 
although  I  would  not  take  her  away  from  her  husband,  if  she  deter¬ 
mined  to  leave  him,  the  doors  of  her  father’s  house  should  not  be  closed 
against  her.  In  all  this  I  did  no  more  than  any  father,  with  a  hu¬ 
man  heart,  would  have  done.  I  did  not  then  believe  it  possible  that 
any  husband  having  a  spark  of  manly  sensibility  about  him,  would 
desire  to  live  with  a  wife  after  he  had  become  convinced,  as  Mr.  Fry 
pretended  to  be,  that  she  was  guilty  of  conjugal  infidelity,  and  after 
he  had  made  his  convictions  known  to  his  numerous  friends,  agents, 
spies  and  advisers.  But  in  this  I  was  deceived.  The  mercenary 
motives  which  actuated  the  matrimonial  fortune-hunter  when  he  laid 
his  snare,  still  governed  him  in  clinging  to  his  victim. 

My  daughter  has  stated,  under  oath,  that  Mr.  Fry  acknowledged  to 
her  that  he  “married  her  for  her  money.”  This  charge  he  attempts 
to  parry  by  the  intimation  that  she  had  no  fortune  to  expect  during 
my  life ;  that  “she  had  nothing  at  all  at  the  time,”  and  “never  did, 
and  does  not  now,  possess  any ;  that  she  was  likely  -to  have  nothing 
except  by  the  will  of  her  father,  a  man  in  the  full  vigor  of  health.” 
I  am  not  in  the  full  vigor  health.  I  am  nearly  seventy  years  old,  and 
am  rapidly  going  to  my  grave,  with  many  sorrows  and  infirmities. 
But  no  man  knows  better  than  Mr.  Fry  that  his  statement,  in  all  that 
relates  to  this  part  of  the  case,  is  artful  and  deceptive.  To  prove  it 
so,  I  am  reluctantly  compelled  to  state  the  provisions  which  I  made 
before  and  since  the  marriage,  to  promote  the  comfort  and  happiness 
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of  my  daughter  and  her  husband.  I  purchased  the  house  in  which 
they  lived,  and  paid  for  it  the  sum  of  thirty  thousand  dollars.  I  im¬ 
proved  it  and  fuimished  it  with  everything  necessary  for  their  comfort, 
even  including  the  coal,  groceries  and  wines  in  the  cellar,  at  the 
additional  cost  of  over  nine  thousand  dollars.  These  purchases  were 
made  in  July  preceding  the  marriage.  I  afterwards  furnished  my 
daughter  with  money  sufficient  to  pay  the  expenses  of  her  bridal  trip. 
On  the  3d  of  September,  1858,  I  gave  Mr.  Fry  himself  five  hundred 
dollars  to  purchase  marketing,  and  told  him  when  that  was  exhausted  I 
would  furnish  more.  I  have  but  two  daughters.  I  have  settled  six 
thousand  dollars  per  annum  on  the  other. 

Mr.  Fry  knew  very  well,  from  the  affection  I  have  always  shown 
for  my  children,  that  it  would  be  a  pleasure  to  me  to  do  equal  justice 
to  all  of  them,  and  to  make  immediate  and  ample  provision  for 
their  comfort ;  and  yet  with  a  brazen  effrontery  that  stands  with¬ 
out  a  parallel,  he  attempts  to  impeach  my  daughter’s  statement  under 
oath,  of  his  avowed  mercenary  motives,  by  a  prevarication  shame¬ 
fully  false  in  spirit  and  in  truth. 

I  have  already  said  that  Mr.  Fry  has  systematiclly  endeavored 
to  destroy  the  reputation  of  my  child,  and  to  prejudice  even  her 
parents  against  her.  As  a  proof  of  this,  I  annex  to  this  statement 
the  United  States  Police  Gazette  of  the  18th  September,  1858,  con¬ 
taining  a  scandalous  attack  upon  her  character  as  a  wife.  That  pa¬ 
per  was  sent  to  my  house  on  the  18th  of  September,  1858,  with  an 
envelope  which  bore  the  direction,  “John  Grigg,  Esq.,  1823  Walnut 
Street,  Philadelphia.”  I  am  acquainted  with  Mr.  Fry’s  handwriting, 
and  from  my  knowledge  of  it,  I  believe  the  direction  on  the  envelope 
already  mentioned  to  be  the  disguised  handwriting  of  Horace  B.  Fry. 
I  annex  the  depositions  of  the  other  witnesses,  acquainted  with  his 
WTiting,  establishing  the  same  fact. 

This  act  is  in  exact  correspondence  with  his  whole  conduct  in  relation 
to  my  daughter,  as  the  following  facts  will  show.  When  it  became  pain¬ 
fully  manifest  that  my  daughter’s  happiness  could  not  be  promoted  by 
anylonger  continuance  in  a  state  of  matrimony  with  Mr.  Fry,  I 
anxiously  sought  for  the  means  of  obtaining  her  liberation  in  the  mode 
least  likely  to  cause  public  scandal,  and  this,  not  only  for  her  sake  but 
for  that  of  Mr.  Fry.  It  was,  therefore,  at  my  suggestion  that  three 
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mutual  friends,  all  well  known  and  liiglily  respectable  citizens,  were 
authorized  by  me,  and  kindly  undertook  the  office,  to  suggest  to  Mr. 
Fry — who,  it  was  presumed,  under  the  circumstances  alleged  by  him¬ 
self,  was  also  desirous  of  legal  separation — that  he  should  apply  to 
the  Legislature  for  a  divorce,  on  the  ground  of  my  daughter’s  deser¬ 
tion,  promising,  on  my  part,  that  no  resistance  should  be  made  to  it. 
He  took  time  to  consider  the  matter,  and  then  declined  it,  with  a  full 
knowledge,  when  he  did  so,  that  the  present  application  would  be 
the  alternative. 

That  he  declined  the  mode  least  injurious  to  both  parties,  either  to 
enable  him  gratify  his  fiendish  purpose  of  destruction,  or  his  morbid 
appetite  for  newspaper  notoriety,  or  in  the  hope  of  extorting  money 
to  secure  his  co-operation  in  the  measure  least  injurious  and  least 
painful  to  all  parties,  I  solemnly  believe.  I  think  his  conduct  shows 
this.  He  has  not  been  contented  with  writing  one  answer  to  the  pe¬ 
tition  of  my  child  and  sending  it  in  the  usual  form  to  the  Legislature, 
but  has  written  three  answers,  all  of  which  have  been  printed  and 
extensively  published  through  his  agency.  The  last  answer,  and  the 
most  slanderous,  was  published  in  pamphlet  form,  and  circulated  in 
this  city  on  the  5th  of  February,  1859.  It  was  again  published  in  a 
Sunday  Paper  on  the  6th  of  February,  1859,  and  was  not  presented 
to  the  Legislature  until  Monday,  the  7th  of  February,  1859.  This 
shows  his  systematic  determination  wantonly  and  malignantly  to  de¬ 
stroy  her  character. 

Mr.  Fry  denies  that  my  daughter  had  a  hemorrhage  of  the  lungs 
at  West  Point,  and  says  it  was  only  a  bleeding  of  the  nose.  This 
statement  is  evidently  made  to  destroy  the  force  of  her  allegation  that 
the  hemorrhage  had  been  produced  by  mental  excitement  arising  from 
his  own  inhuman  conduct.  But  Mr.  Fry’s  statement  is  shown  to  be 
false  by  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Samuel  P.  Moore,  the  physician  who 
attended  her  at  West  Point.  Within  the  last  few  days  Dr.  Moore,  as 
I  can  prove  by  a  highly  respectable  citizen  of  Philadelphia,  has  dis¬ 
tinctly  stated  to  that  citizen  that  he  attended  Mrs.  Fry,  for  hemor¬ 
rhage  of  the  lungs  ;  that  this  was  the  nature  of  her  complaint ;  and  that 
it  was  caused  by  trouble  and  mental  excitement.  In  this  particular 
Mr.  Fry  is  also  contradicted  by  another  gentleman  to  whom  he  stated 
on  the  morning  after  it  occurred,  that  his  wife  was  suffering  from 
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hemorrhage  of  the  lungs.  The  gentleman  to  whom  I  refer  is  Cadet 
■Q.  J.  Wagner,  of  West  Point.  I  annex  a  letter  from  him,  written  on 
the  5th  of  February,  1859,  at  West  Point,  before  he  had  seen  the  scan¬ 
dalous  publication  which  Mr.  Fry  calls  his  Answer  to  the  Petition  for 
Divorce.  Before  introducing  Mr.  Wagner’s  letter,  it  may  be  proper 
to  state  that  in  an  interview  with  Mr.  Fry’s  two  chosen  representa¬ 
tives  at  West  Point  (Mr.  Chas.  Williams  and  Mr.  P.  L.  Yorke,  of  this 
City),  Mr.  Wagner  had  positively  denied  that  any  criminal  corres¬ 
pondence  had  taken  place  between  himself  and  my  daughter,  and  had 
assured  them  that  nothing  improper  or  indelicate  had  taken  place  in 
their  intercourse  at  West  Point,  and  that  nothing  had  occurred  but  the 
indiscretion  of  writting  a  letter  in  answer  to  one  received  from  her. 

In  relation  to  that  statement,  Mr.  Charles  Williams,  the  agent 
of  Mr.  Fry,  so  late  as  the  20th  of  September,  1858 — nine  days  after 
my  daughter  had  left  her  husband — wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wagner,  in 
which  he  says :  ‘‘Not  one  word  did  you  tell  but  what  I  believed  then, 
as  I  do  now;  and  I  unhesitatingly  declare  that  I  believe  all  your 
INTERCOURSE  WITH  HER,  as  with  me,  to  be  that  of  A  high-minded, 
UPRIGHT  GENTLEMAN,  though  wrong  and  indiscreet,  as  you  admitted, 
in  writing  the  letter  you  did.” 

As  Chas.  Williams  was  the  chosen  agent  of  Mr.  Fry  in  the  trans¬ 
action  of  this  especial  business,  the  statement  of  Mr.  Williams  is 
necessarily  therefore  the  statement  of  Mr.  Fry.  As  Mr.  Fry  has 
thus  admitted  that  Mr.  Wagner  was  guilty  of  nothing  more  than  in¬ 
discretion — which  the  evidence  shows  he  corrected  by  the  only  means 
in  his  power — and  as  Mr.  Fry  has  also  thus  admitted  that  Mr.  Wag¬ 
ner  was  fully  believed  “then”  and  “now,”  and  is  “A  high-minded, 
UPRIGHT  GENTLEMAN,”  I  subjoin  Mr.  Wagner’s  letter  tome,  of  the  5th 
of  February,  1859,  as  entitled  to  full  credit,  and  which  Mr.  Fry  at  least 
has  no  right  to  gainsay. 

It  will  be  perceived  from  that  letter,  that  Mr.  Fry  himself  knew 
that  Mrs.  Fry  suffered  from  a  hemorrhage  of  the  lungs,  although  he 
now  chooses  to  deny  it.  It  is  also  apparent  from  the  same  letter, 
that  Mr.  Fry  introduced  Mr.  Wagner  to  Mrs.  Fry,  and  requested 
him  to  pay  attention  to  her,  although  he  now  chooses  to  deny  the 
latter  branch  of  this  statement. 

It  is  further  shown  by  Mr.  Wagner’s  letter  that  the  story  of  cruelty 
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and  outrage  perpetrated  on  mj  daughter  was  not  newly  got  up,  as 
Mr.  Fry  alleges,  hut  that  those  outrages  had  produced  their  effect 
upon  her  health  and  spirits  at  West  Point  so  as  to  attract  notice 
there;  and  that,  on  being  interrogated,  she  then  and  there  related 
substantially  the  same  narrative  of  her  wrongs  which  she  has  stated 
in  her  Petition  for  a  divorce. 

After  Mr.  Fry  had  told  her  that  he  would  intercept  her  letters  to 
her  father,  and  not  only  close  the  channel  of  communication  with  her 
natural  friend  and  protector,  but  would  prejudice  his  mind  against 
her  by  his  own  stories,  it  was  natural  that  a  young  and  inexperienced 
child,  as  she  is,  should  communicate  her  sorrows  to  the  first  sympa¬ 
thizing  friend  that  she  met.  Mr.  Fry  is  fully  responsible  for  the  impru¬ 
dence  of  this  act,  and  for  all  the  consequences  which  flowed  from  it. 
The  husband  who  undertakes  to  close  the  channels  of  communication 
between  parent  and  child,  at  a  time  he  is  committing  outrages  upon 
the  child,  is  destitute  of  any  manly  feeling.  The  letter  of  Mr.  Wag¬ 
ner  also  establishes  the  fact  that  the  letters  which  passed  between 
that  gentleman  and  my  daughter  were  obtained  by  Mr.  Fry  through 
the  fraudulent  and  false  pretence  that  his  agents  were  acting  on  be¬ 
half  of  myself  and  my  daughter,  and  under  the  most  solemn  “assu¬ 
rance  on  honor’’  that  “no  possible  use  would  ever  be  made  of  the 
correspondence,”  and  that  the  mutual  return  of  the  letters  “would 
end  the  matter  finally.” 

The  means  made  use  of  to  obtain  this  correspondence,  and  the 
reference  to  it,  and  misrepresentations  of  its  contents  in  Mr.  Fry’s 
answer,  prove  that  he  is  not  governed  by  the  ordinary  rules  of  honor 
or  even  of  common  honesty.  And  the  fact,  admitted  in  his  answer 
and  otherwise  fully  susceptible  of  proof,  that  he  intercepted  the  let¬ 
ter  which  he  publishes,  by  getting  it  out  of  the  Post  Office,  thereby 
violating  the  Act  of  Congress,  and  subjecting  himself  to  indictment, 
and  to  a  fine  of  five  hundred  dollars  and  one  year’s  imprisonment, 
proves  that  he  as  recklessly  disregards  the  laws  of  his  country  as  he 
does  those  of  honor  and  honesty.  A  man  who  would  do  these  things 
is  capable  of  anything  else  to  which  his  interest  or  passion  may  prompt. 
Such  a  man  has  no  right  to  expect  that  the  Legislature  will  place  any 
credit  whatever  in  his  unsupported,  contradictory  and  false  statements. 

Mr.  Fry  states  in  his  Answer,  that  “he  had  only  been  a  few  days 
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suggestion  which  was  contrary  to  her  impulses  or  inclination — a  trait 
ivhich  had  been  carefully  concealed  during  their  engagement^  and  that 
his  ^‘relation  as  a  husband,  so  far  as  it  implied  guardianship  and  con¬ 
trol,  she  never  desired  to  recognize  from  the  hour  of  her  marriage^ 
That  this  statement  is  wdlfully  false,  is  manifest  from  his  own  letters 
from  West  Point.  In  one  wn-itten  to  me,  bearing  date  West  Point, 
5th  of  August,  1858,  he  states,  in  relation  to  my  daughter,  that  the 
short  distance  in  life’s  journey  that  she  had  gone  through  with  him 
had  “thus  far  been  perfectly  happy,  and  the  promise  of  its  contin¬ 
uance  is  MORE  FAVORABLE  than  is  usually  found.”  “I  thought  to¬ 
day”  (continues  Mr.  Fry  in  that  letter)  “that  the  saying  the  time 
during  which  a  young  lady  is  engaged  to  be  married  is  spent  in  wear¬ 
ing  a  mask,  did  Emily  great  injustice E  In  another  letter  addressed 
to  my  son,  John  W.  Grilgg,  and  received  by  him  in  Europe,  Mr.  Fry 
says,  under  date  of  West  Point,  August  14th,  1858:  Our  wedding 
was  a  MOST  HAPPY  ONE,  and  I  have  since  then  nothing  to  record  but 
a  CONTINUANCE  of  the  HAPPINESS  then  commenced,  and  which  bids 
fair  to  continue  in  undiminished  amount  for  Emily's  and  my  life." 
These  letters  from  himself  prove  beyond  denial  that  the  representa¬ 
tions  of  misconduct  and  concealment  from  “  the  hour  of  her  marriage,” 
are  absolutely  and  wilfully  false. 

Mr.  Fry  admits  in  his  Answer  that  he  did,  on  one  occasion,  “ex¬ 
press  himself  as  the  sudden  passion  prompted.”  He  also  admits  that 
he  had  asked  her  to  pardon  him  for  his  misconduct.  On  another  occa¬ 
sion,  when  he  was  endeavoring  to  secure  an  arrangement  to  live  separate 
under  the  same  roof  with  his  wife,  he  offered,  in  my  presence,  to  ask 
her  pardon.  What  his  particular  offences  were  for  which  he  sought 
pardon,  he  has  not  stated;  but  the  repeated  applications  for  forgive¬ 
ness  prove  that  repeated  injuries  had  been  perpetrated  by  him,  and 
that  he  was  himself  fully  conscious  of  them.  Their  nature  may  be 
understood  from  the  statement,  under  oath,  of  mj^  daughter  in  her 
Petition. 

I  commenced  life  as  a  poor  plow-boy.  I  am  a  plain,  blunt  man, 
and  address  myself  in  plain,  blunt  phrase,  to  men  of  humane  feel¬ 
ings  and  sensibilities.  Although  my  daughter  has  been  driven  by  the 
cruelty  of  her  husband  to  the  very  verge  of  ruin,  I  believe  her  to  be 
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as  innocent  of  crime  as  wlien  in  her  infancy  she  hung  upon  her  mother’s 
breast.  As  her  father  and  natural  guardian,  I  ask  that  the  control 
of  her  heartless  and  incompetent  husband  may  be  dissolved,  and  that 
she  may  be  placed  under  my  protection  and  care.  I  ask  this  as  the 
measure  most  necessary  to  her  safety,  in  the  firm  belief  that  her 
Statement  is  true  in  every  particular,  and  that  it  is  as  fully  corrobo¬ 
rated  as  can  ever  be  expected  with  respect  to  acts^  of  cruelty  inflicted 
by  an  artful  husband  in  the  seclusion  of  the  domestic  chamber. 

If  her  Statement  should  not  be  deemed  satisfactory,  it  must  be 
manifest  that  Mr.  Fry,  himself,  has  shown  ample  reasons  to  influence 
the  Legislature  in  their  discretion  to  dissolve  the  bonds  of  matrimony. 
He  has  charged  her  with  “conjugal  infidelity;”  he  has  fraudulently 
and  unlawfully  possessed  himself  of  her  correspondence ;  he  has  made 
a  dishonorable  use  of  that  correspondence;  he  has  degraded  her 
character  as  far  as  he  could  by  the  heedless  publication  of  his  slan¬ 
ders;  he  has  shown  that  he  has  neither  respect  for  her  feelings,  re¬ 
gard  for  her  rights,  nor  confidence  in  her  purity  as  a  woman.  These 
facts  appear  independent  of  my  daughter’s  Statement,  and  must  be 
manifest  to  every  one.  No  humane  man  would  desire  to  force  a  woman 
to  continue  under  matrimonial  bonds  with  a  husband  who  had  thus 
treated  her.  No  husband  with  manly  sensibilities  would  wish  to  hold 
in  his  conjugal  embraces  a  wife  thus  publicly  repudiated  by  himself. 
In  either  aspect  of  the  case  I  humbly  pray  that  the  bonds  of  matri¬ 
mony  between  the  said  Horace  B.  Fry  and  my  daughter,  Emily  L. 
Fry,  may  be  dissolved. 

And  your  petitioner  will  ever  pray,  &c., 

JOHN  GRIGG. 


Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  this 
10th  day  of  February,  1859. 

CHAS.  F.  HELFFRICHT, 


Alderman. 


17 


Extract  of  a  letter  from  Horace  B.  Fry  to  John  Grigg: 

West  Point,  Roe’s  Hotel,  1 
August  5th,  1858.  J 

My  Dear  Sir — I  have  nothing  particular  to  chronicle  beyond  a 
continuance,  without  interruption,  of  the  pleasure  we  started  with. 

I  hope  that  Mrs.  Grigg  and  yourself  will  not  find  Emily’s  absence 
a  bar  to  your  enjoyment  of  life,  but  will  consider  as  a  set-off  for  the 
gap  in  your  house,  the  fact  that  the  short  distance  in  life’s  journey 
that  she  has  gone  with  me  has  thus  far  been  perfectly  happy,  and  the 
promise  of  its  continuance  is  more  favorable  than  is  usually  found. 
I  thought  to-day  that  the  saying,  ‘  the  time  during  which  a  young  lady 
is  engaged  to  be  married  is  spent  in  wearing  a  mask,’  did  Emily 
great  injustice. 

HORACE  B.  FRY. 


Extract  of  a  letter  from  Horace  B.  Fry  to  John  W.  Grigg: 

West  Point,  New  York,  1 
August  14th,  1858.  J 

To  JOHN  W.  GRIGG,  Esq.:  — 

My  Dear  Sir — Your  father  and  mother  may  have  informed  you 
of  the  particulars  of  our  wedding,  which  I  believe  to  all  present  was 
a  very  happy  one,  and  I  have  since  then  nothing  to  record  but  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  the  happiness  then  commenced,  which  bids  fair  to  continue 
in  undiminished  amount  for  Emily’s  and  my  life. 


HORACE  B.  FRY. 
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Extract  of  a  letter  from  Horace  B.  Fry  to  John  Grigg. 

Roe’s  Hotel,  West  Point,  1 
August  14th,  1858.  j 

My  Dear  Sir — I  write  to-day  more  with  the  view  of  keeping  you 
apprised  of  ourhealth  and  happiness,  &c. 

We  keep  jogging  on  in  the  same  routine  of  pleasure  and  idleness. 
To  John  Griog.  HORACE  B.  FRY. 


Charles  B.  Dunn,  being  duly  affirmed,  deposes  and  says — That  he 
is  well  acquainted  with  Horace  B.  Fry,  and  is  perfectly  familiar  with 
his  handwriting.  Deponent  has  examined  a  certain  envelope  annexed 
to  the  p^ition  of  John  Grigg,  with  the  following  superscription  there¬ 
on,  viz:  ‘‘John  Grigg,  Esq.,  1823  Walnut  Street,  Philadelphia,”  and 
now  before  this  deponent  at  the  time  of  making  this  affidavit.  The 
said  superscription  is  in  the  proper  handwriting  of  Mr.  Horace  B. 
Fry,  although  written  under  an  attempt  to  disguise  his  hand.  But 
the  characteristics  of  his  handwriting  are  preserved,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  on  the  mind  of  this  deponent  as  to  the  correctness  of  his  judg¬ 
ment  as  here  affirmed  to. 

Deponent  first  saw  said  envelope  on  the  19th  September,  1858,  in 
the  possession  of  John  Grigg,  Esq.,  and  having  at  that  time  enclosed 
therein  a  copy  of  the  United  States  Police  Gazette,  of  the  18th  Sep¬ 
tember,  1858,  annexed  to  Mr.  John  Grigg’s  petition.  Mr.  Grigg 
stated  to  deponent  that  he  had  received  said  newspaper,  in  said  en¬ 
velope,  at  his  house,  on  the  18th  September,  1858,  and  both  Mr. 
Grigg  and  myself,  at  that  time,  pronounced  the  supersciption  to  be 
the  handwriting  of  Horace  B.  Fry. 

CHARLES  B.  DUNN. 

Affirmed  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  on 
this  10th  day  of  February,  1859. 

CHARLES  F.  HELFFRICHT, 

Alderman. 
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.  Jolm  Warner  Grigg,  being  duly  sworn,  doth  depose  and  say,  that 
he  knows  Horace  B.  Fry,  and  is  acquainted  with  his  handwriting. 
Deponent  has  read  and  examined  a  certain  paper  or  envelope  annex¬ 
ed  to  the  petition  of  John  Grigg,  and  averred  by  him  to  be  the  en¬ 
velope  which  enclosed  a  copy  of  the  United  States  Police  G-azette^  of 
September  18,  1858,  sent  to  the  residence  of  said  John  Grigg  on 
that  day.  Deponent  verily  believes  that  the  superscription  on  the 
said  envelope  is  in  the  handwriting  of  Horace  B.  Fry,  although 
attempted  to  be  disguised. 

JOHN  W.  GRIGG 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  on  this  1 
10th  day  of  February,  A.  D.,  1859.  J 

CHARLES  F.  HELFFRICHT, 


Alderman. 
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Military  Academy,  West  Point, 
N.  Y.,  Feb.  5th,  1859. 


Mr.  GRIGG:— 

Sir — I  am  induced  to  make  you  the  following  statement,  in  the 
hope  of  being  able  to  place  in  its  true  light  the  matter  to  which  it 
refers : 

About  the  beginning  of  the  month  of  August,  1858,  I  w'as  intro¬ 
duced  to  Mrs.  Horace  B.  Fry,  by  a  mutual  friend,  and  a  few  minutes 
afterward  by  him  (Mr.  Fry)  to  his  wife.  A  few  days  afterward  I  called 
upon  Mr.  Fry  at  the  Hotel  where  he  was  then  staying,  and  had  with  him 
a  conversation,  during  which  the  ladies  accompanying  him  were  re¬ 
ferred  to,  and  he  remarked  that  he  would  be  most  happy  to  have  me 
better  acquainted  with  them,  and  to  have  me  show  them  as  much  atten¬ 
tion  as  I  could.  I  did  not  meet  these  ladies  during  this  visit,  as  I  had 
not  time  to  wait  on  them.  Some  days  afterward  I  met  them,  and  from 
this  time  our  acquaintance  gradually  progressed.  During  its  con¬ 
tinuance  I  visited  Mrs.  Fry  at  the  hotel  frequently,  accompanied  her 
to  the  Cadet  “Hops,”  and  occasionally  walked  with  her.  Mr.  Fry 
always  seemed  pleased  to  meet  me,  and  never  made  the  least  objec¬ 
tions  to  my  attentions  to  his  wife.  I  met  him  more  frequently  alone 
than  otherwise,  as  he  was  seldom  in  the  parlors  of  the  hotel,  during 
the  time  at  which  we  were  allowed  to  visit  there. 

I  met  Mrs.  Fry  generally  when  there  were  a  number  of  persons 
around  us,  and  cannot  remember  being  with  her  a  single  time  at  which 
we  might  be  entirely  free  from  observation.  I  do  most  solemnly  avow 
that  all  my  personal  intercourse  with  her  was  such  as  might  freely  oc¬ 
cur  between  a  gentleman  and  a  lady,  and  was  governed  by  principles 
of  friendship  and  honor.  There  never  was  a  single  indelicate  word, 
bought,  or  allusion  exchanged  by  us,  and  our  conversation  was  gen- 
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erally  upon  those  topics  about  wbicb  intelligent  persons  are  accus¬ 
tomed  to  speak. 

After  I  had  known  Mrs.  Fry  for  some  time,  I  asked  her  why  it  was 
that  she  so  frequently  look  sad  and  troubled.  After  some  hesitation 
she  told  me  that  herself  and  Mr.  Fry  did  not  agree  well  together ;  that 
he  frequently  treated  her  harshly,  and  vented  his  temper  upon  her ; 
that  she  found  it  impossible  to  please  him,  for  when  she  agreed  to  any 
thing,  he  immediately  changed  his  mind  in  reference  to  it;  that  he 
several  times  told  her  that  she  should  thankful  to  him  for  having  raised 
her  to  the  high  position  that  she  would  occupy  in  society  as  his  wife ; 
that  she  had  not  been  accustomed  to  good  society,  and  that  he  would 
show  her  what  good  society  was. 

On  one  occasion  after  this,  she  told  me  that  the  night  before,  Mr. 
Fry  had  thrown  her  from  the  chair  on  which  she  had  been  sitting. 
She  once  told  me  that  Mr.  Fry  wished  her  to  go  with  him  to  visit  his 
brother,  but  that  she  did  not  feel  well  enough  to  go.  She  afterwards 
told  me  that  she  had  concluded  to  go,  as  it  would  probably  please  him, 
and  it  was  not  very  far  to  travel.  On  the  morning  proposed  for  the 
trip  I  saw  that  the  lady  did  not  go,  and  when  I  inquired  the  reason, 
she  told  me  that  Mr.  Fry  did  not  seem  to  care  to  have  her  go.  One 
morning  she  told  me  that  the  evening  before,  after  returning  from  a 
^‘hop,”  Mr.  Fry  had  locked  the  door  when  she  came  in  and  had 
threatened  to  shoot  her,  and  that  he  did  go  to  his  trunk  for  his  pis¬ 
tols,  but  that  he  did  not  take  them  out.  I  asked  her  if  she  was  not 
afraid  that  he  would  really  do  so  some  time.  She  said  that  she  did 
not  believe  he  would  dare  to  do  it.  She  also  told  me  that  he  swore 
at  her  most  terribly. 

One  morning  I  met  Mr.  Fry  alone  at  guard  mounting,  and  I  made 
the  usual  inquiries  after  the  health  of  the  ladies.  He  told  me  that 
Mrs.  Fry  was  not  well;  that  she  had  had  a  hemorrhage  of  the  lungs 
the  evening  before.  When  I  met  the  lady  again  I  asked  her  about 
her  illness,  and  she  told  me  that  Mr.  Fry  had  been  so  violent  as  to 
excite  her  excessively  and  to  bring  on  a  hemorrhage. 

All  this,  as  told  to  me  from  time  to  time,  excited  my  sypipathy, 
and  I  endeavored  to  console  and  advise  the  lady.  She  seemed  to  be 
anxious  to  be  separated  from  Mr.  Fry,  and  I  endeavored  to  explain 
to  her  how  unfortunate  and  unpleasant  her  position  would  be  in  such 


a  case.  She  said  she  could  not  possibly  be  more  unhappy  than  she 
was.  I  advised  her  not  to  act  withdlit  the  consent  of  her  parents, 
and  she  told  me  that  she  would  appeal  to  you.  She  afterwards  told  me 
that  Mr.  Fry  said  that  if  she  wrote  to  her  father,  he  would  take  care 
that  he  should  get  a  very  different  story  from  hers.  On  another  occa¬ 
sion  she  told  me  that  he  had  proposed  a  divorce,  and  had  told  her  that 
he  would  speak  to  his  lawyer  as  soon  as  he  went  home. 

After  Mrs.  Fry’s  return  home,  I  received  from  her  a  letter,  the 
contents  of  which  were  simply  a  statement  that  the  relations  between 
Mr.  Fry  and  herself  were  unchanged ;  that  he  still  acted  as  before, 
and  that  he  had  laughed  at  the  idea  of  fulfilling  his  promise  about  the 
divorce,  and  that  she  had  told  her  mother  all  about  the  affair.  This 
letter  I  answered,  and  in  my  answer  I  renewed  my  advice  that  she 
should  rely  solely  upon  her  parents,  and  be  guided  entirely  by  them. 
About  the  same  time  I  received  a  daguerreotype,  accompanied  by 
a  short  note.  This  note,  which  merely  contained  an  account  of 
another  difficulty  with  her  husband,  I  threw  away. 

Shortly  after  this — about  the  6th  day  of  September,  1858 — there 
came  to  this  place  a  Mr.  Charles  Williams,  accompanied  by  Mr.  P.  L. 
Yorke,  both  from  Philadelphia.  These  gentlemen  presented  me  with 
a  note  of  introduction  from  Mr.  Horace  B.  Fry;  and  Mr.  Williams 
told  me  that  he  came  to  see  me  as  a  friend,  not  only  of  Mr.  Fry,  but 
also  of  Mrs.  Fry  and  of  yourself,  her  father;  and  on  behalf  of  all 
concerned,  he  wished  to  make  a  proposition  to  me.  He  said  that  Mr. 
Fry  had  read  my  letter,  and  that  he  deemed  it  a  criminal  corres¬ 
pondence,  and  that  if  I  did  not  agree  to  cease  all  further  communi¬ 
cation  with  the  lady  in  question,  and  give  up  whatever  mementos, 
letters,  &c.,  that  I  had  received  from  her,  he  would  at  once  proceed 
to  take  such  legal  measures,  both  civil  and  military,  as  would  bring 
about  my  proper  punishment. 

I  refused  at  once  to  yield  to  any  such  proposals.  I  denied  pos¬ 
itively  the  insinuations  as  to  a  criminal  correspondence  with  the  lady, 
and  refused  to  be  coerced  into  any  such  dishonorable  agreement. 
Mr.  Williams  handed  me  a  paper  which  appeared  to  be  carefully  anm 
formally  drawn,  and  which  contained  these  propositions  and  insinua/ 
tions.  / 

After  reading  it,  I  again  denied  most  unhesitatingly  the  inuend/s 
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and  assertions,  and  declined  being  forced  into  compliance.  Mr. 
Williams  then  stated  that  he  was  certain  that  there  was  no  intention 
to  force  me  to  do  anything ;  that  if  the  writing  seemed  to  read  in 
that  sense,  I  ought  to  make  some  allowance  for  the  excited  state  of 
Mr.  Ery’s  feelings.  He  told  me  that  the  lady’s  father,  yourself,  was 
desirous  that  the  matter  should  be  arranged  in  this  way,  and  that  the 
idea  was  merely  to  keep  an  unfortunate  matter  from  the  public.  He 
said  he  was  anxious  that  I  should  understand  him  as  being  entirely 
honest  in  his  actions,  and  that  he  desired  me  to  regard  all  my  com¬ 
munication  with  him  as  upon  the  basis  of  truth  and  honor. 

I  acknowledged  that,  under  the  circumstances,  I  would  not  attempt 
to  have  any  communication  with  the  lady  in  opposition  to  the  wishes 
of  her  husband,  and  of  you,  her  father ;  but  that  I  was  by  no  means 
inclined  to  give  up  the  letter  which  I  had  received  from  her.  He  said 
there  was  no  reason  why  I  should  hesitate  to  give  it  to  him,  as  no 
one  should  see  it,  as  he  would  give  it  to  the  lady  herself,  and  that  he 
would  explain  to  her  how  I  felt  in  reference  to  it.  He  said  that  there 
was  no  doubt  but  that  such  an  arrangement  would  be  satisfactory  to 
all  concerned,  since  all  that  was  desired  was  that  there  should  be  a 
proper  assurance  that  no  trouble  should  arise,  in  the  future,  from  this 
letter ;  and,  further,  to  assure  me  of  this,  he  said  he  would  forward 
to  me  my  letter,  and  that  all  copies  of  it  should  be  destroyed,  and 
that  no  further  use  should  be  made  of  any  such  thing. 

He  again  begged  me  to  understand  that  he  was  a  friend  to  all 
parties,  and  would  not  advise  me  to  do  anything  which  was  not  for 
the  good  of  all  interested.  In  the  understanding,  then,  that  he  would 
give  the  letter  to  the  lady  herself,  I  agreed  to  place  it  in  his  charge, 
and  did  give  it  to  him  in  an  envelope,  which  I  do  not  remember  to 
have  sealed,  although  I  may  possibly  have  done  so.  If  my  recollec¬ 
tion  serves  me,  I  made  at  the  foot  of  the  paper  which  Mr.  Williams 
had,  notes  in  pencil  denying  the  imputation  it  contained.  I  took  no 
copy  of  the  paper  nor  of  my  memoranda  added  to  it,  and  can  speak 
of  it  only  in  this  general  way.  Our  interview  was  a  very  hurried 
one.  Mr.  Williams,  in  his  note  to  me  requesting  an  interview,  said 
that  he  must  leave  in  the  first  line  for  New  York,  and  during  our 
conversation  the  desirability  of  his  early  departure  was  several  times 
iientioned.  I  consulted  no  friend  respecting  the  matter,  and  had 
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none  present  at  the  time  of  our  meeting — two  circumstances  which  I 
have  since  much  regretted.  I  kept  no  copy  of  Mrs.  Fry’s  letter  to 
me,  nor  of  this  paper  which  I  have  referred  to,  and  which  had  evi¬ 
dently  been  prepared  before  Mr.  Williams  came  to  West  Point,  nor 
of  the  additions  which  I  had  made  to  it.  Those  matters  I  did  not 
think  of  at  the  time  because  under  the  assurances,  on  honor,  which  I 
had  received  from  Mr.  Williams,  that  no  possible  use  would  ever  be 
made  of  the  correspondence,  and  that  my  compliance  with  the  propo¬ 
sals  would  promote  the  welfare  of  the  parties  concerned,  and  end  the  . 
matter  finally,  it  did  not  occur  to  me  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
take  any  precautions  against  a  misunderstanding  or  deception. 
Before  leaving  this  gentleman  tlie  last  charge  was  that  he  should  de¬ 
liver  the  letter  to  the  lady,  and  he  said  he  certainly  would  do  as  I 
wished. 

After  this  I  received  from  Mr.  Williams  a  letter  dated  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Sept.  9,  1858,  enclosing  my  letter,  and  commencing  with  these 
words : 

‘‘Dear  Sir — The  two  articles  you  entrusted  to  my  care,  I  have 
delivered  as  promised  to  the  party  in  person.” 

With  this  I  could  not  help  but  be  contented.  I  believed  that  this 
gentleman  had  fulfilled  his  promises  to  me,  and  that  the  letter  was  in 
the  hands  of  its  original  writer.  Shortly  afterwards  a  newspaper, 
the  Sunday  Transcript^  was  placed  in  my  hands,  and  an  article  in 
reference  to  this  affair  was  pointed  out  to  me.  This  was  equally 
scurrilous  and  libelous,  and  would  lead  to  impressions  which  would 
be  without  a  particle  of  truth  for  a  foundation.  I  immediately  wrote 
to  Mr.  Williams,  to  discover,  if  possible,  how  it  was  that  this  matter 
had  gotten  abroad  in  the  form  which  it  had  taken,  and  why  it  was 
not  suppressed  or  denied.  He  answered  me,  by  a  letter  dated  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Sept.  20,  1858,  in  which  he  disclaims  for  himself,  Mr.  Yorke 
and  Mr.  Fry,  all  share  in  the  giving  publicity  to  the  n^atter,  and  re¬ 
grets  exceedingly  that  the  affair  had  reached  the  public  ear.  He  as¬ 
signed  no  reason  for  there  being  no  effort  made  to  suppress  the  story, 
or  to  put  it  in  another  light. 

Since  that  time  I  have  seen  nothing  fui’ther  in  reference  to  the 
matter  until  this  present.  I  have  never  since  then  held  any  commu- 
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nication  with  Mrs.  Fry,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  having  neither 
written  nor  received  any  letters  from  her.  The  present  agitation  of 
the  matter  has  led  me  to  believe  that  the  promises  made  to  me  have 
never  been  fulfilled.  Mr.  Williams  assured  me  that  no  use  whatever 
would  be  made  of  the  correspondence,  or  of  the  letter  which  I  placed 
in  his  charge.  I  did  not  read  him  this  letter,  nor  did  he  himself  read 
it  ir  my  presence.  I  gave  no  consent  that  it  should  be  read  by  any  one, 
mucn  less  that  it  should  be  copied.  I  never  would  have  given  it  up 
on  any  such  understanding.  If  it  has  been  copied  by  any  one,  the 
conditions  under  which  I  parted  with  it  have  been  most  dishonorably 
violated. 

I  have  within  the  last  two  days  been  informed  that,  previous  to  the 
visit  of  these  gentlemen  to  West  Point,  a  sealed  letter  addressed  to 
me  had  been  intercepted  and  opened,  and  that  this  letter  has  always 
been  and  is  now  withheld  from  me.  No  reference  was  ever  made  by 
these  gentlemen  in  my  presence,  either  by  direct  statement,  hint  or 
otherwise,  that  such  a  letter  was  in  existence,  and  I  was  entirely 
unaware  of  the  fact  up  to  this  time.  The  intercepting  and  opening 
of  this  letter  was,  to  speak  most  mildly,  a  glaring  violation  of  the 
law.  The  care  with  which  its  existence  was  concealed  from  me  is  a 
tacit  acknowledgement  of  a  conviction  of  the  disgraceful  character  of 
the  proceeding.  The  entire  circumstances,  taken  in  connection,  con¬ 
vince  me  that,  being  aware  of  the  difiiculties  in  the  way  of  my  acting 
in  the  matter,  dishonorable  advantage  has  been  taken  of  me,  with  a 
view  to  malign  an  innocent  lady’s  character,  and  to  endanger  my 
own.  Such  an  action  cannot  but  be  regarded  as  dishonorable  and 
ungentlemanly  in  the  extreme,  and  I  need  scarcely  say  that  I  shall 
make  the  most  strenuous  efforts  to  prevent  the  consummation  of  so 
disgraceful  an  end. 

Most  respectfully  yours,  &c., 

0.  J.  WAGNER,  Cadet  U.  S.  M.  A. 


